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92 The Old Testament Student. 

in the twenty-ninth verse, where Lamech is represented as saying: " This one shall 

comfort us because of the ground which the Lord hath cursed." How is 

it possible to doubt that the two names are used interchangeably, and that the 
variation has no reason save in the taste of the writer? Unquestionably both were 
known to him and both represented the same Being. 

The explanation of this matter given by Hupfeld, Lenormant and others, is that 
the genealogies in these two chapters were originally the one altogether Jehovist- 
ic and the other altogether Elohistic, but the final editor suppressed a portion of 
each so as to establish a concordance between them. Wellhausen says that in the 
fifth chapter the thirtieth verse followed the twenty-eighth, and the twenty-ninth 
is an interpolation; and he offers the same explanation of the latter part of the 
twenty-fifth verse of the fourth chapter. To all these theories and to any others 
of the like kind, there stands the insuperable objection that they mangle the 
sacred text without any good reason. They first construct their plan of the author- 
ship, and then manipulate the facts to suit themselves, which is just as unscien- 
tific as it is irreverent. We have the narrative in Genesis, and we have no collat- 
eral sources of information whatever. Now, this narrative may be accepted or it 
may be rejected, but no man has a right to adopt one part and repudiate another, 
for both stand upon precisely the same authority. The oft-repeated statement 
of a succession of editors each revising the work of his predecessor is nothing but 
a conjecture, and a conjecture with nothing to sustain it. There are no traces of 
tribal or national partialities at work. The Jews had too much reverence for their 
sacred records to allow any manipulation of them. 

Besides, the whole appearance of the early portions of Genesis favors the com- 
mon view that they are ancient records put together by Moses in order to show the 
basis of the great redemption to be wrought out through Israel and Israel's seed. 
Had these scanty narratives been worked over again and again, as we are told, 
surely the obvious gaps that exist would have been filled, the Elohistic and Jehov- 
istic portions would have been separated throughout, or interblended more copi- 
ously, and the entire book would have but one coloring from beginning to end. It 
is insisted, therefore, that the fragmentary character of the document, and its 
likeness to an ordinary Collectanea, are the very features which, instead of con- 
firming the notion of a divided authorship, followed by successive revisions, rath- 
er establish the traditionary opinion that Moses took the details which came 
down from the patriarch, and under divine guidance wove them into the consecu- 
tive history we now have. — Talbot W. Chambers, D. £>., in The Pulpit Treasury. 



♦■EDimOOTL-MJOTES.-* 



Bibliolatry. — It is the opinion of many that the Bible has come to be treated as 
an idol, a fetich, by the great majority of those who accept it as their rule of faith 
and life. It is conceded by this class that the Bible contains that which entitles 
it to reverence, but " in trying to express the reasons for this reverence," it is 
said, " men have over-stated and misstated the nature of these books. The symbol 
has been identified with the reality;" and so there has arisen an irrational rev- 
erence, which may be styled Bibliolatry. These philosophers go on to state that 
as a consequence of this Bibliolatry, or irrational reverence, there is to-day a 
great lack of reasonable reverence. We suppose that the truth of this asser- 
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tion depends largely upon the meaning assigned to the word under notice. 
That a majority of those who intelligently believe in the Bible and in its 
teachings have for it a blind and irrational reverence may well be ques- 
tioned. There arejsome, however, of whom this may be said. One who 
feels that he cannot believe in a Bible of whose every word and letter he is 
not certain might be classed here. With such an one, the form assumes an un- 
due prominence, while the meaning is overlooked. To believe the sacred text 
may contain a copyist's mistake, or an unauthorized interpolation, or a numerical 
error is, in his estimation, blasphemy. The assertion that Moses did not prophet- 
ically write the last chapter of Deuteronomy, that Samuel was not the author of 
the books which go by his name, that David did not write the seventy-second 
Psalm, is rank heresy. Now, this class of people, and it is not a small one, we 
believe, may be classed as Bibliolators. They may fairly be said to worship the 
Bible. Some of them are prepared to affirm the inspiration of the English ver- 
sion. It is remarkable, likewise, to what great length their faith, as they call it, 
will extend in matters of interpretation. The most difficult and unnatural expla- 
nation of a passage is always to be preferred, inasmuch as the glory of God is 
thereby seen more clearly. These interpreters find miracles where none were in- 
tended. Indeed, they find everything everywhere, and anything anywhere. They 
are, it is true, Bible-wOrshipers; they are also Bible-destroyers. They have an 
irrational reverence for the Divine Becord, and at the same time a rationalism, 
than which none is more irreverent. If the Holy Writ has been brought into dis- 
repute, these have done it. But are all Bible believers to be plaeed in this class ? 
Is it legitimate for one who is opposing Christianity to form his estimate of it 
from that corrupt form known as Romanism V Because some of those who have 
done most in the field of "higher criticism" are skeptics, shall all who work in 
that field be suspected and denounced V And because some cling idolatrously to 
the letter of the Word and entertain for it a superstitious regard, is it right that 
all should be judged by these ? Nor may we say that he who believes the Bible 
to be the word of God, rather than that it contains that word, is to be classed as 
a Bibliolator. There is abundance of evidence to show that there has never exist- 
ed a more rational reverence for this Book, than exists at the present time. 



Hebrew in Colleges.— One indication of a growing interest in Old Testament 
study is the fact that an impression is coming to prevail more widely as to the 
advisability of making Hebrew a college-study. There are many and strong 
arguments to be urged in favor of this movement. There are many influential 
educators who favor it. Much has been done lately to call attention to the sub- 
ject by Dr. John P. Peters, of New York City. It will not be without a straggle 
that the already crowded curriculum of our Colleges will admit a new depart- 
ment, even as an optional one. The most serious obstacle, as it seems to us, in 
the way of its admission, is the lack of men who are able to give competent in- 
struction ; but this obstacle in time can easily be removed. Two things are cer- 
tain, the growing importance of Semitic studies demands that an opportunity be 
afforded for more time to be spent upon them by theological students, than the 
present arrangement of theological Seminaries will allow; and these studies are no 
longer to be pursued by students of divinity only. There are many others who, 
for various reasons, desire to pursue investigations in this department. 



